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Message from
the President
It was a huge honour to become Gafta
President in January 2020. At the time I
could never have imagined the kind of year
this has turned out to be. The global
COVID-19 pandemic has affected every
one of us and continues to do so, but I was
especially grateful to Gafta Council for
extending my term as President to 2022.
I have always felt it is a great privilege to be in the grain
trade, but this never seemed truer than when I witnessed the
way our trade responded to the pandemic. The spirit of ‘we
have to keep going,’ and the way in which solutions were
quickly found to keep grain flowing, was truly remarkable.
Some of the changes forced upon us have, in fact, been very
positive in my opinion. In particular, the temporary measures
that governments took, including acceptance of scanned
copies of key shipping documents. This was instrumental to
facilitating trade during the early lockdowns. The move
towards acceptance of digital methods is positive and I hope
will continue as we go forward.
In some challenging circumstances, I was extremely proud of
Gafta’s ability to continue with all its key services, with hardly
any disruption or compromise to standards. I would especially
like to acknowledge the great effort made by all the Gafta
staff who played their part in ensuring this was the case.
While most events were cancelled, I was fortunate to
participate in some virtual conferences on various aspects of
trade policy. Most recently, I attended the UN Committee on
World Food Security, which was a great privilege. Many
topics were discussed in the lively and constructive meetings,
but those I personally attended covered areas of particular
interest to me. These included shifting to sustainable food
patterns and carbon footprint. Gafta is also actively involved
in FAO sessions for the 2021 Food Systems Summit.
As Gaftaworld is published, there are only three weeks until
the UK’s long-awaited departure from the European Union.
Discussions on the future UK-EU trading relationship have
dominated so much of our thinking and discussion over the
last few years. I personally will be relieved to deal with

whatever this brings, and to finally be out of the uncertainty
phase. I remain firmly of the view, as I have been from the
outset, that the shippers and merchants of grain can find
solutions to any challenges that may come to bear, just as
they have done in the face of COVID-19. I look forward to
seeing what new opportunities the change in UK trading
arrangements may bring about in this new dawn.
Gavin Millar
As I approach my second year as President, I am looking
forward to supporting the Director General, Jaine Chisholm
Caunt in all Gafta’s endeavours. The Gafta team is already
busy planning much of next year’s work. One of the areas
that I have a particular interest, and involvement, in is the
Arbitration Committee, which I chair. The committee meets
regularly to discuss, refine and tweak this key Gafta service.
I am also pleased to report that Gafta is developing a new
face-to-face technical training programme for the Approved
Registers, as well as refreshing the already successful training
courses, DLP, GPD and Agribility. Another project I am
particularly excited about is Gafta’s Sustainability Pledge,
which I hope to see go live next year.
It goes without saying, I look forward to seeing as many of
you as possible in person next year at the annual Gafta
Dinner, which I very much hope, as I am sure you do too,
will take place in London as usual. Until then, thank you all
for your support. It really is a great honour for me to
represent you and our trade association as your President.
With best wishes to you and your families for a healthy,
happy and prosperous 2021.
Gavin Millar
President of Gafta

Charity Donation – Grief Encounter
One of the great privileges that comes with being Gafta President is being asked to nominate a charity to which Gafta
donates each year. This year, my choice of charity was Grief Encounter. This is a leading UK bereavement charity,
offering free and confidential support after the death of someone close. Their qualified, expert clinical team offers
professional therapeutic support services to children, young people and their families as well as corporate organisations
and educational institutions following bereavement. Many thousands of people in the UK are already bereaved due to
COVID-19 and grief is the painful legacy of the current pandemic. The work of this important charity will be greatly
helped by Gafta’s support in the form of a £6,000 donation. Grief Encounter sends their heartfelt thanks to Gafta and all
its members. Please visit the charity’s website for more information: www.griefencounter.org.uk
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Gafta contracts Nos. 88
and 89 amended from
1 January 2021
By Julie Hawkins, Assistant General Counsel,
Global Supply Chains & Distribution, Bunge SA,
Gafta Qualified Arbitrator and member of ICC
Following careful consideration at Gafta’s International Contracts Committee (ICC), the
Gafta Council has approved the issuance of a revised edition of Gafta Contract No. 88 for
Full Container Loads on Cost, Insurance and Freight/Cost & Freight Terms and Gafta
Contract No. 89 for Full Container Loads on Free Carrier terms. The changes will become
effective for contracts entered into on or after 1 January 2021. The new contracts can be
found on Gafta's website.

The purpose of the updates to the contracts was to align
both contract drafts with the practice in the container
industry for the execution and performance of container
contracts. In particular, the terms of Gafta 89 were
amended from Free On Board to Free Carrier to reflect the
trade practice. A summary of the changes is set out below:

Gafta 88 Full Container Loads on Cost,
Insurance and Freight/Cost & Freight terms
The main changes are as follows:

15. Global status of
GM crops
16. Trade policy news
17. Collage - Gafta
activities in 2020

Clause 5. Quality has been amended to give optionality to
certify quality final at time and place of stuffing of the
container or alternately at time and place of discharge (such
option to be specified at the time of contract by the parties).
Clause 6. Period of Shipment has been amended to clarify
that the bill of lading can be dated on board or when the
goods are handed over to the container consortia for
shipment (such option to be specified at the time of contract
by the parties). If no option is specified by the parties then
the default position is the hand over date.

18. Policy update
19. New members
19. AfCFTA to be
implemented on
1 January 2021
20. 2021 events
calendar
20. Obituaries Étienne Caen and
Des Gilbert
The views and opinions expressed
in Gaftaworld are those of the
individual authors and do not
necessarily reflect the official
policy or position of Gafta
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Clause 14. Weighing has been amended to give parties the
option as to whether weight should be certified as final at
stuffing of the container or at the time and place of
discharge.
A new clause 16. Sampling, Analysis and Certificates of
Analysis has been added to expressly incorporate the Gafta
Sampling Rules No. 124 and Gafta Methods of Analysis No.
130, therefore clarifying the requirements of sampling and
analysis.

Gafta 89 Full Container Loads on Free
Carrier terms
The main changes are as follows:
Clause 3. Price and Clause 6. Delivery Terms have been

redrafted to clarify where the Place of Delivery is deemed to
be and to include the definition of the meaning of Free
Carrier under this contract. The Delivery Terms also specify
with more detail the obligations of Buyer and Seller in respect
of delivery of the containers for stuffing, the preadvice
required, the stuffing of the containers with the goods and the
delivery of the stuffed containers to the Place of Delivery.
Clause 5. Quality and condition has been amended to
provide for quality and condition to be certified quality final
at time and place of stuffing of the container to reflect the
common practice in the industry.
Clause 7. Delivery Period clause is drafted to clarify that the
applicable bill of lading date will be that when the goods
are received for shipment (and not actually on board a
vessel).
Clause 8. Extension clause has been amended to provide
the right of extension for both Seller and Buyer in relation to
the performance of their obligations under the contract,
namely for Buyer an extension of the date for the
presentation of empty containers and for Seller the
obligation to deliver back the stuffed containers.
Clause 9. Payment clause has been simplified to allow the
parties to define what documents are to be presented for
payment and also aligned to reflect the practice in the
container trade and deleted the option to present other
documents for payment and on arrival of the vessel.
A new clause 11. Sampling, Analysis and Certificates of
Analysis has been added to expressly incorporate the Gafta
Sampling Rules No. 124 and Gafta Methods of Analysis No.
130, therefore clarifying the requirements of sampling and
analysis.
Gafta members are encouraged to review the new version
of Gafta 88 and Gafta 89 carefully prior to use and also to
update and/or adapt their own contract templates in
consideration of the amendments in Gafta 88 and Gafta 89.

CONTRACTS & ARBITRATION

Gafta arbitration - lessons learned
from early virtual hearings
By Johny Boerjan, Vice-President, Technical Governance, SGS,
Gafta Qualified Arbitrator and Appeal Board Arbitrator
As we have all become more digitally connected this year, this is an account of
our experiences holding Gafta’s first full virtual appeal board, of which I was
the Chairman.

Final submissions still had to be served when in
March 2020 the parties and the board were
exchanging possible dates for a hearing in June.
At that moment the government of Appellants’
country of residence announced an immediate
and full lockdown due to COVID-19. The
restrictions continued for several weeks and in
May the parties finally agreed on dates in
October for an oral hearing in London, hoping
that COVID-19 would be history by then.
By September the UK government had introduced
a series of COVID-19 quarantine requirements
for foreigners arriving in the UK which in
practice did not allow for the board and the
parties to meet for a hearing in person in London.
The Gafta 125 arbitration rules in force at the
date of the Contract stipulate that the board has
discretion as to whether to convene an oral
hearing or not, and also that the form in which
parties may join an oral hearing is at the board’s
discretion. But at the same time the rules require
that all board of appeal members must attend the
oral hearing, which in practice had become
impossible...
Under the UK Arbitration Act 1996, the board
must adopt procedures suitable to the
circumstances of the particular case to avoid
unnecessary delay. Because both parties had
produced extensive submissions the board
proposed to proceed with the appeal on a
documents only basis. One party opposed this
and proposed a further postponement of the
hearing, the other party did not agree for any
further delay.
Eventually the parties agreed on a virtual hearing
by video conferencing system on the agreed
October dates.
The video conferencing tool that Gafta proposed
was Zoom Meetings. This system was used by
Gafta for committee meetings but had never
been used for hearings and therefore a dry run,
with the board and the parties was organised the
week before the hearing. This proved to be useful
as it revealed that the safety settings of one

party’s IT system did not allow them to have twoway audio in Zoom Meetings; this was then
corrected and during the hearing all worked fine.
An interesting and indispensable feature of the
Zoom Meetings application, for use during
arbitrational hearings, is the possibility for the
chairman to put selected participants in the
‘waiting room’. This allowed for the board to
discuss privately during the breaks and at
moments when ad-hoc decisions had to be taken.
“I recently participated in Gafta’s first fully
virtual hearing as a member of the Board of
Appeal and I was very impressed with the
whole process. The parties’ trade representatives
were able to present their cases clearly to the
Board and to examine and cross examine
witnesses despite participants being located
on three continents. The Chairman was able
to control the hearing much as he would have
done at a physical hearing and the board was
able to discuss matters separately from the
parties when required.
While the trade is coping with the effects of
the COVID-19 pandemic virtual hearings can
provide an opportunity for cases to proceed
without significant delay and allow the parties
the opportunity to present their case to a
tribunal by way of an oral hearing where they
wish to do so.” Jane Libre, Gafta Arbitrator
Zoom Meetings also has the option to record the
meeting, both in audio-only and in audio+video
format. Such recordings can of course only be
made after informing all participants and
receiving their permission to record the hearing.
These recordings can then be used to ensure
accuracy in writing the award. The recordings
will then be deleted once the award has been
drafted and they are no longer needed for
recollection, as such this complies with the UK
and the European GDPR requirements of only
retaining data for specified purpose for as long as
it is needed.
As this was the first full virtual hearing at Gafta,
the board requested for back-up measures in
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case the Zoom application did not function
properly during the hearing. The first back-up
measure was the possibility to call into the Zoom
meeting by phone. When the speed of a pc
connection is low, e.g. due to bandwidth issues,
it might happen that the connection is
interrupted. To avoid circumstances where
intermittent interruptions of the audio would
prevent a party to properly present its case, that
party could disconnect from the Zoom Meeting
audio and call into the Zoom meeting by phone.
A second back-up measure, in case of complete
breakdown of the Zoom application, was the
setting up of a dial-in telephone conference call
available to all participants of the hearing.
Fortunately, none of these back-up measures
were needed during the hearing. The Zoom
application proved to be very stable, with only a
few minor interruptions on the connection with
one of the participants in Asia.
An advantage of the virtual hearing is that the
board was able to set the times of the hearing in
order to best suit the parties. Curfew restrictions
in the Appellant’s home country could be met by
starting the hearing earlier than what is usually
the case for hearings in London, and witnesses in
Asia could be examined in the morning, while
the witnesses in North America were examined
in the afternoon, to best suit their local times.
The main advantage is of course that parties,
witnesses and the members of the board don’t
have to spend time and money on travelling and
accommodation. Everybody can participate from
the comfort of their (home-) office.
Participating in such a 3-day virtual hearing is
quite intensive and requires a good ‘meeting
hygiene’ by means of an agreed running order,
parties respecting the allocated times,
microphones muted when not presenting, all
participants on camera, etc.
While before the hearing several participants had
their reservations about a virtual hearing, at the
end of the hearing all participants expressed their
satisfaction. Most probably virtual hearings are
here to stay…
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Canadian grain harvest plentiful
despite global pandemic
By Sandra Esposito, Director of Stakeholder Relations & Operations,
Canada Grains Council
In a year filled with the unexpected, Canadian grain farmers have a good news story. In
the midst of a chaotic 2020, which left industries suffering across the globe in the wake
of COVID-19, harvest season for Canadian grain and oilseed producers started early
and with relatively good weather compared to last year’s trying weather conditions.
Between record high crop production for wheat producers and the global demand for
several commodities rising, this has been a good year for Canadian agriculture.
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Wheat
Despite an estimated decrease of 3% in seeded acreage, higher than
expected yields partnered with lower abandonment has Statistics Canada
projecting a jump in national wheat production levels from last year’s
harvest season of 32.3M tonnes to 34.1M tonnes. This will be the second
highest production year since the 2013 high of 37.5M tonnes.
In 2019/20, durum wheat production experienced a sharp 13% decline due
to lower seeded area. This was likely a conscious decision made by
Canadian farmers, due to challenges with the crop’s largest importer, Italy.
According to Statistics Canada, planting is expected to rebound for 2020/21
by 16% in durum seeded acreage, with a 23% increase in overall
production caused by low carry-out stocks from last year.

Our attention turns to Eastern Canada, home to the majority of Canada’s
corn for grain and soybean production. According to Statistics Canada, a
marginal 3.7% decrease in seeded acreage is forecast to be offset by good
yields. This will lead to an overall 5% increase in production, from 13.4M
tonnes in 2019/20 to 14M tonnes in 2020/21. A marginal increase in the
industrial use of corn, coupled with lower-than-normal feed use, has
Canada’s domestic use of corn projected to remain steady from 2019/20 at
5.3M tonnes. Global demand for corn continues to be strong, and given
increased production in Canada, exports are anticipated to rise.

Soybeans

Spring wheat, Canada’s largest crop, is expected to see a 3% decline in
production, while production of winter wheat, largely grown in Eastern
Canada, is projected to significantly increase, by 68% year over year. This
drastic increase can be attributed to a higher harvested area and increased
yields. Overall, due to good weather conditions during harvest season, the
quality of wheat is reported to be average or above average.
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Canola
In 2019, Canadian canola growers found themselves dealing with
significant market access issues as a result of strained trade relationships
between Canada and China, our largest importer of canola. According to
the Canola Council of Canada, this resulted in a roughly 70% decrease in
canola seed exports to China in 2019, representing an estimated $1 billion
in lost revenue in that year. Unfortunately, Canada’s trade relationship with
China continues to be challenging, and Canadian canola seed exports to
China are still being negatively impacted.
According to Statistics Canada, canola production for 2020/21 is estimated
to decrease by 1% to 19.4M tonnes, with a slight decrease in seeded
acreage. World demand for canola remains strong, and exports are
anticipated to increase for the 2020/21 crop year to 10.2M tonnes.
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Source: Statistics Canada, November 2020
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Corn

Eastern Canadian provinces, Ontario and Quebec, are home to close to
80% of Canada’s overall soybean production. While harvested area for
soybean decreased nationally by 9.8%, production is virtually unchanged
from 2019/20, with Statistics Canada projecting a 1% increase in
production for 2020/21 to 6.2M tonnes. Global demand for soybeans
remains consistently strong leading to a forecast 17% jump in exports to
4.2M tonnes in 2020/21 to meet demand.

Barley
The barley harvest in the Prairies is complete, and according to provincial
field crop reports from Alberta, Manitoba and Saskatchewan, the quality of
this year’s harvest was good. Statistics Canada is estimating that total barley
production will decrease by 1% from 2019/20, to 10.3M tonnes. Seeded
area is up marginally from 2.9M ha in 2019/20, to 3M ha forecast for this
year. Similar to corn, barley for feed is expected to decline domestically,
leading to an overall decrease in domestic use. Internationally, there is a
strong demand for animal feed, therefore exports of barley are anticipated
to rise in 2020/21.
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India: laudable agri-market
reforms deserved prior
consultation with stakeholders
By G. Chandrashekhar
Recently, the government of India passed three laws to bring about some overdue
reforms of the staid agricultural markets, but without prior stakeholder consultation.
These reforms are intended to enhance farmers’ marketing freedom by allowing
unrestricted movement of goods across the country; provide a choice between traditional
marketing yards and newly-permitted private markets; promote contract farming
through a legal framework; and encourage processors and exporters to build inventory.
The Farmers’ Produce Trade and Commerce (Promotion and Facilitation)
Bill 2020 (now a law) seeks to unify the country as a single market for
agricultural goods by removing intra-State and inter-State movement
restrictions. Advancing the idea of One-nation, One-agri market, it also
allows farmers to sell their produce outside of the traditional State-regulated
agricultural produce market system (called mandis controlled usually by a
politicised Agricultural Produce Market Committee or APMC) by allowing
establishment of private markets. This measure enhances farmers’ choice of
markets and allows them greater marketing freedom.
To be sure, private markets are not going to mushroom immediately across
the country as the private sector will have to test and fine-tune a business
model that ensures return on investment. Lack of regulatory oversight of the
private markets is of course a matter of concern.
Contrary to belief in some quarters, this is not the end of the APMC mandi
system. Private markets will pressure APMC markets to infuse more
transparency and functional efficiency. APMC markets have their own
strengths to compete with private markets by using their well organised
physical infrastructure.
The State governments must work to reform the APMC system, make them
more user-friendly or farmer-friendly and depoliticise the market
committees. Fees levied on APMC market transactions can be waived. The
State governments can even consider privatising mandis that are not viable.
The Farmers (Empowerment and Protection) Agreement of Price Assurance
and Farm Services Bill 2020 (now a law) seeks to give a legal framework to
‘Contract Farming’ under which a farmer or groups of farmers and an
entrepreneur can enter into an agreement whereby the growers grow crops
as required by the entrepreneur and the latter agrees to buy the harvested
produce at a pre-determined price.

Resolution of disputes has been entrusted to the District Administration
(DA), but skeptics think the DA may not be well equipped to settle disputes
expeditiously. A more robust, independent and timely dispute resolution
mechanism is needed.
Amendment to Essential Commodities Act, 1955: The law seeks to dilute the
age-old storage, movement and price restrictions on select essential food
items. Exempting select large-volume commodities (cereals, pulses, oilseeds,
edible oil) from the purview of ECA will improve the marketability of the
crop for growers while processors, exporters, large retailers and traders can
build inventory without any stock ceiling. It will encourage private
investment in warehousing. It is only under extraordinary circumstances
such as war or famine will the government invoke this draconian law.
But it is not a smooth passage yet. While the reforms are perfectly rational,
the manner of their introduction has raised the hackles of a section of
stakeholders who are apprehensive about the intentions of the
policymakers. There are protests against these reforms by a section of
farmers who fear the change in status quo will eventually lead to
corporatisation of agriculture and compromise their livelihoods. The
popular aphorism ‘Even the best laid plans of mice and men can go awry’
fits well into the Indian government’s push towards reforms in the
agricultural markets. The reforms could have been marketed well among
stakeholders with prior consultation. The government is now engaged in
damage-control talks with stakeholders.
The reforms have opened opportunities for foreign players. Foreign
investment in agri-infrastructure (warehouses, silos, cold chains, private
markets) as well as in agri-logistics is a distinct possibility. Fastidious
overseas buyers of Indian produce looking for specialised or niche products
(spices, fruits, vegetables, medicinal and aromatic plants, for instance) can
customise cultivation through contract farming. They can provide
appropriate technology to growers and monitor crop cultivation. Production
in India for export to a third country is possible.

This system is sure to advance the interest of both parties – a ready buyer for
the growers’ produce and ready supplies of raw material for the entrepreneur
(called Sponsor) who may be a processor or large retailer or exporter.
Contract farming can best succeed when entrepreneurs engage with Farmer
Producer Organisations (FPOs) as they enjoy scale economies with several
hundred farmers as members. FPOs can cultivate a specific crop variety
needed by the sponsor and ensure uniform quality of the harvested produce.
Pricing could be a bone of contention; but there are scientific methods of
fixing the price of the produce. Futures markets can provide a clue. Crop
insurance must be made mandatory. Both parties to the contract will be
winners because of transparent pricing. Growers will be protected from
market volatility.

In future the mandi will not be the only marketing choice for India's farmers

G. Chandrashekhar, Senior Editor and Policy Commentator, is a global agribusiness and commodities market specialist. Views are personal. He can be
reached at: gchandrashekhar@gmail.com
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Global oilseed update
in a La Niña year
By Matt Ammermann, Commodity Risk Manager – Vice President,
Eastern Europe/Black Sea Region, StoneX-FCM Division of StoneX
Financial Inc.
What a year 2020 has been thus far! It has held a few surprises to say the least!
COVID-19 of course remains the primary alteration to our personal and
professional lives, but weather for the oilseed sector has proved to be a surprise
as well, and now because of the setup from 2020, it makes 2021 all the more
interesting to analyse. Mother Nature is always out of our control, so it’s the one
factor that all traders must keep a close eye on as it is changing day to day,
week to week and month to month. Then you combine the fact of increasing
China demand for 2021, and it makes for another interesting year, so keep your
seatbelt fastened!

The North American growing season started out
very well; nice rains, nice weather across most
growing regions in U.S. as well as Black Sea, then
August came and the rains were shut off,
impacting the oilseed sector the most. From
earlier thoughts in the year to the final harvested
figures, U.S. soybean production dropped
8%¸with current forecast carryout inventories
nearing levels seen in 2014/2015 and the risk of
going below 100 mbu (2.72Mt), which has only
occurred once over the past 40 years. Current
U.S. forecast carryout levels remain at 190 mbu
(5.17Mt), or 4.2% carryout to use ratio. Earlier in
the year that carryout was expected to be 610
mbu (16.60Mt) with a carryout to use ratio of
13.7%; indeed, a rather large decline.
Historically, prices move drastically higher when
carryouts remain below 6%. Demand was
stagnant due to the US-China Phase 1 agreement
concerns, but over the past few months China
woke up and its demand has increased quickly.
U.S. exports already remain at a record pace, at
88% of the USDA’s yearly estimate. Although it
appears that China remains frontloaded with
U.S. origin, everyone waits on Brazil weather
to see if demand flows can shift to Brazil origin
or not.
The main oilseed market remains soybeans, and
this sector is dominated by U.S. and South
America. South America, primarily Brazil and
Argentina, has seen a steady increase in planted
area over the past few years; it is rather incredible
to consider we have seen plantings grow 124% in
Argentina and Brazil since 2000! The overall
production trend in Argentina over the past 10-15
years has been on the high side of 50-55Mt,
while a few lone years we have seen production
dip below 40Mt, although Brazil production has
steadily increased from 40Mt in 2000 to a
potential 130Mt+ in 2021, a fresh record! This
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has brought additional supply origins for global
demand to consider, but as demand has increased
with supply, it heightens supply risk and price risk
in the market; and that is where we remain today,
given we sit with a La Niña event (drier weather,
warmer temperatures for Argentina/Southern
Brazil). Argentina’s production levels are a bit
more susceptible to La Niña events than Brazil,
and we have seen this play out in the past so this
is the main factor the markets have to consider
right now as we greet 2021 in a few weeks.
Argentina remains an important consideration as
it remains the world’s largest soybean meal and
oil exporter. Brazil has also seen a bit of adverse
weather; most of Brazil during November
received 20-40% of normal precipitation, and
since September South America has leaned
towards the driest year for the past 40 years. This
dryness has already created stress in Argentina as
well as Brazil, as the planting campaigns lagged
the seasonal norms; lack of normal soil moisture
pushed farmers to wait for rains in order to plant.
The markets have had more or less decent
weather in one or both of the main production
regions (U.S./South America) in recent years, but
this year remains one of the first where we have
weather issues in both origins, and all this
occurring as China demand comes back.

…this year remains one of the
first where we have weather
issues in both key origins
(South America and U.S.)
The market also saw weather implications for
rapeseed and sunseed production in 2020, with
the main impact seen on sunseed production. The
Black Sea region leads the world for sunseed
production, and in 2020 production took a near
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20% decrease versus a 5%+ increase expectation.
COVID-19 also pushed additional demand to the
vegoil space in a few ways. Less restaurant dining
created less oil waste to be used for biodiesel,
thus a bit of demand shift to soybean oil. Also, as
we all eat at home, we consume a bit more oil in
our cooking. This, in combination with other
vegoil demand factors, has increased prices and
will continue to do so until supply factors help
temper prices. As it stands now, U.S. soybean oil
remains the cheapest vegoil globally.
China demand remains the key topic to consider
in the oilseed sector, and for good reason, as the
country remains the world’s largest buyer. China
demand struggled a few years ago due to its
problems with Asian Swine Flu (ASF). This
severely reduced China’s hog herds, and thus feed
demand. Conversely, China’s pork imports
increased to help offset some of the pork supply
loss (non-China feed demand increase), but still
the main factor at play was a loss in China feed
demand. Then, to make the market a bit more
interesting, China slowed its U.S. purchases and
increased imports from Brazil as the U.S-China
trade war evolved. Brazil supplies at the time
could feed China demand, but as demand
increased it cleaned Brazil out of soy supplies,
thus the importance of the 2021 crop in Brazil.
(Due to the lack of domestic supply available,
Brazil has allowed duty free imports for the
balance of 2020; we shall see if this gets
extended into 2021 in order to bridge the gap
between old crop and new). Also, as trade
relations moved forward with the U.S., the Phase
1 agreement was implemented, and China
demand shifted back to the U.S. Plenty of
arguments remain around China demand right
now in the face of its ‘advertised’ versus ‘real’
stock levels. Over the past few months China has
been active in securing nearly all oilseed and

feedgrains that are available, i.e. soybeans, corn,
wheat, feed barley, sorghum, rice, and all this points to
the fact that China demand is back and its economy is
operating back at its historical growth patterns.

meal +40%, CME soybean oil +30%, Canadian canola
+20%, Matif rapeseed +11%, palm oil +35%, and
Ukraine sunoil +37%, and the story is not over. The
importance of Brazilian and Argentine weather
remains crucial as we get into the early months of
2021 for southern hemisphere production potential.

China Soybean Total Use (M tonnes)
As we work through the winter months and approach
spring planting ideas in the northern hemisphere, 2021
plantings will be the next topic in the U.S. and Black
Sea region. Farmer profitability remains very high, and
2020 reminded Black Sea farmers that sunseed pays to
grow, all while corn profitably remains high in Ukraine
as well, given the crop reductions seen there too. U.S.
farmers are incentivised to plant more soybeans vs.
corn given the tight carryout to use ratio that is seen
right now, so there are plenty of cross commodity
relationships to consider as we approach the 2021
planting season.
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Over the past few months
China has been active in securing
nearly all oilseed and feedgrains
that are available
As a result of the above-mentioned topics, since August,
CME soybeans have increased +35%, CME soybean

In summary, 2020 shifted the dynamics in the oilseed
sector, putting significant importance on the
fundamentals as we move forward. Keep a close eye
on this La Niña and the implications that follow from
that; it is expected to peak in January. If Argentina has
a short crop, look for soybean meal demand to shift
back to U.S. even more than is happening right now,
and look for DDGs to find value as well. If further
Brazil weather complications are realised, expect
oilseed prices to continue to remain well supported.
The USDA right now is assuming a large portion of
demand rationing to occur which, most would agree,
has yet to start. With further Brazil production issues, it
will only intensify the process.

Argentine soybeans - La Niña risks rise this year
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Codex work
on Standard
for Quinoa
As reported in the September
2019 edition of Gaftaworld, the
Codex Committee on Cereals,
Pulses and Legumes (CCCPL) was
tasked with looking at whether
there should be a section on
grain size in the “Standard for
Quinoa”, which was adopted in
2019 by the Codex Alimentarius
Commission (CAC).
A working group of the CCCPL
had two rounds of consultation
on this issue, but no consensus
was reached by the major
producing countries (principally
South American) on size
parameters, or whether there
should be a section on grain size
within the Standard. The
chairperson thus recommended
removal of the section from the
Standard, and at the first virtual
meeting of the CAC in October
2020 (CAC43) reference to grain
size was therefore removed, with
reservations noted from both
Bolivia and Cuba. The working
group also found that Codex
Maximum Levels (MLs) for lead
and cadmium in cereal grains in
the General Standard for
Contaminants and Toxins in Food
and Feed explicitly states that the
MLs do not apply to quinoa. The
matter was referred to the
Committee on Contaminants in
Food (CCCF), which will discuss
this issue at its next meeting due
to take place in May in
Netherlands.

StoneX (formerly known as INTL FCStone) is an institutional-grade financial services network that connects companies,
organisations, traders and investors to the global markets ecosystem through a unique blend of digital platforms, end-to-end
clearing and execution services, high-touch service and deep expertise. StoneX provides institutional access to 36 derivatives
exchanges, 175 foreign exchange markets, nearly every global securities marketplace and a number of bi-lateral liquidity
venues, as well as retail market access via Forex.com and City Index, among other platforms. StoneX delivers this access with
support throughout the entire lifecycle of a trade – from consulting and market intelligence, to best execution, to post-trade
clearing, custody and settlement. In these ways, StoneX enables clients to use the global markets ecosystem to achieve their
business, trading and investment goals through one trusted partner.
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FAO analyses international harmonisation of
pesticide MRLs in rice and its impacts on trade
By Vittorio Fattori, Sarah Nájera Espinosa, Georgios Mermigkas and Andrea Zimmermann,
Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations

Despite longstanding efforts towards international harmonisation, differences in national implementation of
maximum residue limits (MRLs) of pesticides continue to exist, raising questions with regard to their impact
on trade. To shed light on this complex issue, FAO recently published an analysis, using rice as a case study1.
Rice was selected because it is a key staple food commodity in many countries, and contributes critically to
food security and livelihood for many poor farming households. Furthermore, while only around 9 percent of
the global rice production is traded, rice plays a significant role in the exports of emerging economies and
developing countries. It is noteworthy that among the top ten rice exporters, seven are upper- and lowermiddle-income economies. Finally, in an initial analysis carried out by FAO, it was found that rice was one of
the commodities in which stricter pesticide MRLs than those recommended by Codex tended to be applied.
Understanding harmonisation and reasons
behind differing MRLs
When used according to good agriculture practices, pesticides are an
important tool in food production, and pesticide residues at or below the
Codex MRL are safe. In this regard, the publication examines the extent of
harmonisation with Codex rice pesticide MRLs in 19 major rice producing
and trading countries, and investigates its impact on trade. To understand the
level of harmonisation, the rate of adoption of Codex MRLs at national level
was analysed looking at the different MRLs in the various countries as well
as their enforcement policies. While it was found that many pesticide MRLs
registered at national level do not have corresponding Codex MRLs, the
analysis also revealed that the majority of Codex rice MRLs has not been
adopted at national level. As shown in Figure 1 the level of harmonisation
with Codex rice MRLs varies greatly across countries and regions. In general,
most of the developing countries analysed here, strongly rely on Codex
MRLs, and show high levels of harmonisation with Codex, whereas in the
rest of the countries examined, the degree of alignment with Codex tends to
be quite low.
The study also explored whether the varying levels of harmonisation may be
the result of different policies, processes, or criteria used in risk assessment
and risk management procedures within the various countries2. The results
have shown that national processes for the development and establishment
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of pesticide MRLs considerably diverge from the corresponding Joint
FAO/WHO Meeting on Pesticide Residues (JMPR) and Codex processes.
Some of the most frequently identified reasons leading to differences
between national and Codex MRLs can be traced back to different
approaches for residue definition and/or in commodity descriptions and
classifications. For those pesticides where the importing country has not
established a specific MRL, the observed default practice at a national level
is to either set the MRL to a practical zero tolerance level (usually at the limit
of quantification of the chemical analytical method applied for
enforcement), or to simply not establish any numerical tolerance/MRL, a defacto zero tolerance. In the absence of a national MRL, in some countries an
application can be made by trading partners to request for an MRL for
import purposes only, which is termed an import tolerance. Depending on
the country, these processes can vary greatly in both complexity (extent of
acceptance of evaluations performed by JMPR) and duration (from several
months up to years). Differences in the time of MRL establishment at Codex
and at national level may also entail changes in the scientific data packages
evaluated by the relevant authorities, and this in turn may lead to different
final decisions on the regulatory limits. Only a few countries have routine
procedures in place to review national MRLs at the time Codex adopts new
ones. National MRLs were easily accessible and retrievable from publicly
available information for all countries considered in this study, however, the
same was not always true with regard to the policies applied to establish
MRLs and their enforcement.

TRADE ISSUES

Understanding the impacts on trade
While the reduction in tariffs as a result of the agreement establishing the
WTO in 1995 and the proliferation of preferential trade agreements have
significantly contributed to the expansion of global trade, concerns have
grown about the impact of non-tariff measures including the increasing role
of food standards, such as MRLs, on agricultural and food exports.
In general, food standards including MRLs can have a dual effect on trade.
They can be both catalysts and barriers at the same time. Whether the
demand-enhancing or trade-impeding effect prevails is case-specific and
depends on many factors including the specific trading partners, pesticide
MRLs and products considered.
Driven by rising income levels, changing lifestyle and dietary habits, and
growing health awareness, consumers in developed and developing
countries increasingly demand product quality and food safety. Pesticide
residues, for example, were perceived as a serious or extremely serious food
safety threat in a survey in the USA already in the early 2000s. Maintaining
health and food safety standards was also among the main priorities
expressed by consumers in the UK when asked about the aspects of future
(post-Brexit) trade deals that matter most to them. Today, food safety features
as the most important sustainability attribute among rice consumers in
Nigeria and received considerable attention in Viet Nam.
Against this backdrop, it is not surprising that strict food standards including
MRLs do not necessarily translate into fewer imports, but can even be
associated with higher imports. This relationship has been found in several
studies and was also evident in the case study on rice. Without the use of
food safety standards in international trade, trust in imported products could
decline, which would likely imply reduced imports, in particular from
countries with a real or perceived higher risk of pesticide contamination.
However, the exact mechanisms and causality of this relationship are not yet
well-researched and require further investigation.
While strict food standards can be associated with higher imports, they can
also impede trade if they cannot be met by exporters. More specifically,
trade, including in rice, is often found to be hampered if food safety
regulations in the importing country are stricter than in the exporting
country. The divergence in standards implies higher costs to meet the more
stringent standards and certification requirements of the importing country.
Producers and processors may need to adapt production and monitoring
practices and obtain certification; inspection and testing procedures at
customs points may result in the rejection of shipments if standards are not
met. As pesticide MRLs in rice tend to be stricter in developed than in
developing countries, this may put developing country exporters with a
lower capacity to meet the standards at a particular disadvantage.

The golden apple snail lays egg masses of up to 500 eggs once a week,
leading to population levels that can destroy entire rice crops

Way forward
The study showed that changes towards further international alignment of
rice pesticide MRLs to facilitate trade will have to balance between high
food safety requirements on the importing side and the higher market access
costs incurred by exporting countries.
Different steps could be taken by countries towards improving
harmonisation with Codex standards. For example, consideration of Codex
MRLs could be enhanced in the absence of national MRLs. Furthermore, for
the optimal functioning of the Codex MRL standard-setting process, it would
be important that countries actively notify whenever they have reservations
and are not in the position to adopt a newly established Codex MRL.
Attention should be also given to developing country needs for better and
more active participation in the Codex standard-setting process.
To increase developing countries’ capacity to comply with the required food
safety standards in both their export and domestic supply chains,
commitment to, and consistent investment in, continuously improving food
control systems and regulatory capacities are fundamental.
The authors of the study hope that the findings of this analysis could further
stimulate international dialogue to improve harmonisation.

Total number of rice MRLs

Figure 1: Harmonisation with Codex MRLs
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"Understanding international harmonization of pesticide maximum residue limits with Codex standards" is available here: http://www.fao.org/documents/card/en/c/cb0463en
This work was recently presented by FAO during a side event at the margins of the WTO SPS Committee. The webinar can be watched here:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=nDqDOGYecVw&feature=youtu.be
2 This part of the analysis focused on 5 countries/regions where regulations on risk assessment and risk management are advanced, publicly available and easily accessible online.
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Gafta arbitration statistics for
2019/2020 financial year
By Beth Jameson, Gafta Arbitration Manager
The following arbitration statistics are taken from the period 1 October 2019 to 30 September
2020, and any comparisons made are against the same period from the previous financial year.
First tier statistics

Appeal statistics

Between 1 October 2019 and 30 September 2019 Gafta’s arbitration
department was notified of a total of 291 new arbitration claims and issued
109 first tier awards, which shows that despite a 25% decrease in new
claims the number of first tier awards issued only decreased by 10%. Of the
109 first tier awards issued, 99 proceeded under the 125 Rules of
Arbitration, 7 under 126 Rules and 3 under IGPA Rules.

Gafta’s appeal statistics remain similar to those of the last two years, with 28
appeal awards being issued (1 less than last year) and the outcomes showing
that 68% of appeal awards upheld the first tier decision.

125 awards
The most common Gafta contracts used, which remains unchanged from
last year, were Gafta 49, 100 and 48 and the most common commodities in
dispute were wheat (mainly of Russian origin), corn (Indian Yellow) and
barley (feed). 64 of the awards issued awarded damages in US Dollars with
the highest sum being $5,863,632.00 (in respect of a claim for 40,000
tonnes of Brazilian yellow corn). The aggregate sum of damages awarded,
converted into US dollars, totals $58,098,824.17; 19 first tier awards didn’t
award any damages at all.

s.57 statistics
Gafta received 32 section 57 applications, nine relating to appeals and 23 to
first tier awards. 28 awards were amended, 3 were fully dismissed and 1
application (that contained multiple requests) saw amendments made and
some of the requests dismissed.

Defaulter statistics
24 companies were posted under Rule 24.1, six companies were posted
under Rule 24.2 and seven companies were posted under Rule 10.1 (126
rules). On being posted, nine companies went on to settle and were
removed from the defaulters list.

New cases
The graph shows the number of new cases over the last ten years:

126 awards
Of the 7 awards issued under 126 Rules the commodities in dispute were
corn, wheat and beans from the Black Sea region, Ukraine/Kazakhstan,
Brazil and Egypt. The total damages awarded, converted to USD, amounted
to $1,817,253.00.
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Covid-19 and Gafta arbitration efficiency
The Covid-19 pandemic meant that the Arbitration Department had to work
remotely. During this period, Gafta issued awards electronically using esignatures and electronic date stamps. As a result of this, the average time
taken from the date the submissions were closed to the date of issue was
reduced by two months.

Arbitrators’ Masterclass - Online
On 30 November and 1 December Gafta
ran the Arbitrators’ Masterclass online. The
event programme was hosted by Squire
Patton Boggs, covering an update on Gafta
and its arbitration statistics, pro-active case
management by arbitrators, force majeure
clauses, legal update and arbitration in the
time of COVID-19. Overall, the masterclass
was a success, and it provided the
arbitrators with insight on current issues that
may affect the future of arbitration.
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We would like to take this opportunity to thank all
our speakers for delivering a successful masterclass
virtually.
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

ARBITRATION UPDATE

Jaine Chisholm Caunt – Director General, Gafta
Beth Jameson – Arbitration Manager, Gafta
Katie Pritchard – Partner, Squire Patton Boggs
Simon Rainey – QC
John Rollason – Legal Director, Squire Patton Boggs
Chris Swart – Partner, Squire Patton Boggs
Jonathan Waters – General Counsel, Gafta

Know Your Gafta Contracts - Online

Approved Registers Webinar

On 24 and 26 November,
Gafta ran the Know Your Gafta
Contracts seminar online. The
seminar was delivered by
Gafta’s Director General Jaine
Chisholm Caunt, who
provided a brief introduction
on Gafta and the services the
Association offers, followed by
a presentation from Gafta’s
expert lawyer, General
Counsel Jonathan Waters,
who was recently awarded
2020 International Arbitration
Advisory Expert of the Year in
the UK and the Alternative Dispute Resolution UK Award. The presentations covered what is a
contract, how to ensure that it is legally binding, the key terms of a contract and how to avoid
disputes arising. The online seminar was a success with an attendance of over 40 delegates,
who were well engaged throughout.

On 3 December Gafta held the first online Approved
Registers Seminar. The sold-out event attracted members
from around the world who are interested in audits to
one or more of the Gafta Standards. Hosted by Gafta’s
Technical Managers Sarah Mann and Jeremy Smith,
with support from Sophie Arguile, Gafta Manager at NSF
International, the agenda covered all the stages of the
approval process from application to certification. Topics
included what to expect during the audit and how to
prepare for success. Sophie covered the requirements of
the Standards in detail, including top tips on compliance
and common non-conformances to avoid. Delegates
were able to submit their questions in advance as well
as during the seminar, ensuring they are well-prepared
for their upcoming audits.

The seminar was rated 100% good or excellent for everything (pre-event communication,
virtual platform quality, content and delivery of course). The following testimonial was also
received:

https://www.gafta.com/events/Gafta-ApprovedRegisters-Webinar-l-14-January-2021-l-Online/76104

As a result of the interest and feedback, Gafta will be
running the seminar again on 14 January 2021. For
more information and booking details, visit our website:

“Very much enjoyed this course. Gafta staff do very well, would like to
recommend Gafta continue with these sessions often. I have also completed
the 6 on-line modules a few years ago but enjoy these re-freshers that were
easily done at my desk. Please continue to offer these often and I did
recommend the afternoon time slot, so we (in Canada) can join you. I will
be recommending this course to my trade execution team and our
merchandising team. If you offered other sessions on specific topics,
I would be interested in attending again. Great Job! Thank you!”
If you missed the opportunity to join this online seminar, Gafta is running another Know Your
Gafta Contracts seminar on 26 and 28 January 2021. For more information and booking
details, visit our website:
https://www.gafta.com/events/Know-Your-Gafta-Contracts-seminar-l-26-and-28-January2021-l-Online/76098

Agribility Modules – New to the trade
Gafta’s online short courses are a great
way to kick start your online learning and
they only take 30-45 minutes to complete.
There is an assessment and completion
certificate at the end of each module.
New to the trade? Why not start your
training with these modules?
They are cost-effective and will give you
an understanding of agri-business topics
within a short period of time.

January semester now
open for bookings
•
•
•
•

An Introduction to the Trade
Methods of Payment
The Sale of Goods Act
The Products

Member fee: £50.00
Non-Member fee: £70.00
For more information and booking details, visit our website:
https://www.gafta.com/Online-Short-Courses
Agribility is Gafta's online learning platform offering a range of training, including short
courses as well as our in-depth Distance Learning Programme of study.

GAFTA EVENTS

Gafta’s Distance
Learning Programme
(DLP) is an alternative to Gafta
Professional Development (GPD), designed
for students who prefer flexible e-learning
opportunities. It currently consists of six modules:
Introduction to Contracts
Fulfilling Contractual Obligations
Payment and Risk
Charterparties and International
Carriage Regimes
What to do in Exceptional
Circumstances
Problems and How to
Resolve Them

For more information visit our website today
https://www.gafta.com/Distance-Learning-Programme
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Committee for World Food Security:
“Agroecological and other innovative approaches
for Sustainable Agriculture and Food Systems that
Enhance Food Security and Nutrition”
By Brian Baldwin, Development and Policy Advisor, EmergingAg
In October 2017, the UN Committee on World Food Security (CFS) requested the High
Level Panel of Experts (HLPE) to produce a report on “Agroecological and Other
Innovative Approaches for Sustainable Agriculture and Food Systems that Enhance Food
Security and Nutrition”. The report* was launched in June 2019 and provided the basis
for a policy convergence process which started with a discussion on the HLPE report at
the CFS 46 Plenary Session in October 2019.

This was followed by a series of open meetings to explore areas of agreement
and disagreement and, based on the written comments, a zero draft (February
2020) was prepared. During May/June a series of five informal group
discussions were held (and the Private Sector Mechanism (PSM) participated in
all discussions) but it was clear that there were very strong and opposed
opinions among the stakeholders regarding agroecological and other
innovative approaches, in particular concerning the balance between
agroecology and other approaches to sustainable agriculture (several European
countries take a more pro-agroecology stance, while countries in both North
and South America, together with Australasia, emphasise a balanced, context
specific approach); the need for and methods to develop indicators and
metrics; the need for incentives and subsidies; and, the use (or not) of
agrochemicals. Subsequently, the First Draft (July 2020) was developed, as a
starting point to develop a final negotiated text. The current draft tries to focus
on solutions, but it does not avoid all the controversial issues.
The PSM has noted, and included in its comments, the decisions of both the
FAO Conference (June 2019) and FAO Council (December 2019) that
agroecology is “one approach, among others”, to contribute to feeding
sustainably a growing population and coexists with a broad range of
sustainable agricultural approaches that can contribute to meeting the
challenges facing farmers and food systems. Agroecology and innovative
approaches are not, as suggested in the draft for negotiations, on a
continuum (and EU comments to date also highlight this). Each approach is
context and situation specific and sustainability will require multiple
innovative approaches over space and time to achieve balance among
healthy ecosystems, economic and social well-being (the definition of
sustainability).

In addition, it is important to recognise the need for strengthening science
and evidence-based normative work on all sustainable agricultural
approaches. That includes creating metrics that measure outcomes and
developing appropriate indicators and supporting countries’ capacities to
measure their compliance, tools and protocols to evaluate the contribution
of these practices to sustainable agriculture and food systems.
Following the departure of Ambassador Mohammad Hossein Emadi of Iran
H.E. Yaya Olaitan Olaniran, Minister and Permanent Representative of
Nigeria to FAO, will serve as the new Rapporteur. The CFS Chair has
announced (7 October 2020) that the CFS will only be able to commence
negotiations on the Policy Recommendations after CFS 47 in 2021. Two
sessions of negotiations are scheduled (29-31 March 2021 and 3-7 May
2021), followed by an extra-ordinary CFS plenary session (CFS 48),
scheduled for 4 June 2021, to adopt the Recommendations.
Moving forward, the PSM and the Agroecological & Other Innovative
Approaches working group will need to continue to proactively work
together to send positive messages (in particular to member states, as well as
in the context of the evolving Food Systems Summit discussions), including
examples of agricultural innovations and metrics for sustainable agricultural
systems and how to engage with both the pre-negotiations, and eventual
negotiations, of the policy recommendations from mid-February 2021.
*The report can be found here:
http://www.fao.org/3/ca5602en/ca5602en.pdf

The goal of all approaches used should be balance rather than the
prioritisation of any one approach over another as the focus should be on
the sustainability performance of the farm. It is the farmer who needs to be
able to make the choice as to what approach or technique he/she uses in
order to deliver the social, environmental and economic sustainability
performance that society is increasingly aiming for. If farmers cannot make a
living, they will not produce the food necessary to provide food security for
themselves or society.
There is a concern that framing these strategies and approaches from only a
societal or political standpoint and not from the perspective of the farmer
provides false dichotomies which can get interpreted as the environment vs.
large corporate interests; social issues vs. big business. It therefore gets
harder to focus on the tools and management practices that individual
farms, large and small, need to use to sustainably develop their farming
operations.

Wildflowers on the margins of an arable field to increase biodiversity

Emerging Ag is the secretariat for the International Agri-Food Network (IAFN) www.agrifood.net
IAFN is the co-ordinator for the Private Sector Mechanism of the UN Committee on Food Security www.agrifood.net
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The impact of COVID-19 on global
and U.S. freight rates to Asia
By Olivier Savary de Beauregard, Head of Product Development and
Hugo Boudet, Data Analyst, AgFlow
It goes without saying that the COVID-19 pandemic has complicated logistics
and operations for businesses in 2020, and global freight is no different. The
impact of COVID-19 on freight rates is confusing; considering crops are not
affected by the virus, and the need for agricultural products is not waning,
freight rates decreased globally and in a remarkably similar fashion.
Upon reviewing the graph for global freights, it is clear that the prices are
driven by one common factor: crude oil prices. Being the most crucial vessel
operating cost, it is thus the primary driver of freight prices, depending on
the route. However, during the first wave of coronavirus infections that
resulted in national lockdowns, crude oil consumption went down, to the
point where crude oil futures (NYMEX WTI) settled at negative $37.63 per

barrel on 20 April 2020. The vertical dashed line in the graph represents the
cut at this period.
The lowest price for freight rates, across export countries and vessel class, is
seen only a few days thereafter. This massive price drop had a greater
influence on the freight rates on longer routes (e.g. Argentina) rather than
shorter ones (e.g. Australia). This particular behaviour is remarkable
considering the trade war between China and Australia, demonstrating that
it has little influence on the freight rates themselves. As the situation
improved, prices recovered between May and July, at which point the
second wave began to hit the export countries in late July. This time,
however, crude oil prices remained stable, thus explaining the relatively flat
evolution of freight rates for the remainder of the year.
Extending this to the U.S., the same pattern shows up. Freight rates for US
PNW (US Pacific Northwestern) routes are lower than those for US Gulf
routes. In this case, ‘crude oil prices’ and ‘distance’ are not the only
contributing factors to the price; discharge rates and port costs also factor in.
This explains why some routes are more expensive than others for certain
vessel classes, despite being of similar length, within a few miles’ interval.
However, the decreasing rates seen in the lead up to April, and extending to
May, are almost identical and consistent across all of the vessel classes. This
similarity results from the mileage covered for each route and the decrease
in crude oil prices.
Ultimately, the impact of the COVID-19 outbreak on freight rates was
indirect. It was predominantly the result of lockdown measures, which
provoked a decrease in oil demand and storage overflow, eventually leading
to the price crash in April. Better management and flexibility during the
second wave, in conjunction with the demand for grain remaining strong,
contributed to keeping prices relatively flat. The COVID-19 pandemic also
accelerated some green laws and measures in several countries to target
greenhouse gas emissions. These actions will inevitably impact crude oil
prices in the future, and thus, freight rates, and could be considered an
additional by-product of the global pandemic.

AgFlow is a platform to keep track of cash prices, import-export flows, and freight indications for grains, oilseeds, and vegoils. AgFlow also provides API access to years of
historical data and complete cash forward curves to build forecasting and risk management models. AgFlow operates in Switzerland and serves customers globally.

Regional Comprehensive
Economic Partnership signed
between 15 Asia-Pacific countries
The official signing of the Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership
(RCEP) agreement, at a virtual summit of the Association of Southeast Asian
Nations (ASEAN), on 15 November, has been heralded as the largest
plurilateral trade agreement to date, bringing together the 10 ASEAN nations
(Brunei, Cambodia, Indonesia, Laos, Malaysia, Myanmar, Philippines,
Singapore, Thailand and Vietnam) with five other Asia-Pacific countries
(Australia, China, Japan, New Zealand and South Korea). Together, they
account for around 30% of the world’s population and GDP, with leaders
announcing this agreement brings “an unprecedented mega regional trading
arrangement that comprises a diverse mix of developed, developing and
least developed economies of the region.”
While the agreement mostly serves to consolidate various free trade
agreements into a single package, and is limited with regard to tariff
reductions on agricultural products, chapters that cover non-tariff barriers to
trade, rules of origin, customs procedures and trade facilitation, SPS
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measures, as well as standards and technical regulations, should help the
flow of all goods, aiding better-functioning value chains throughout the
region. RCEP also includes a provision that allows for a future work
programme for sectoral initiatives. India, which withdrew from the
negotiations last year, has been given enhanced access rights to RCEP,
should it wish to join. The agreement must be ratified by at least six ASEAN
countries and 3 non-ASEAN countries before coming into effect.

TRADE UPDATE

ISAAA report on global status on GM crops
Gafta participated in a webinar on 30
November presented by the International
Service for the Acquisition of Agribiotech
Applications (ISAAA) on the global status of GM
crops in 2019. A total of 190.4M ha of GM
crops were grown globally in 2019 (a decrease
of 0.7% compared to 2018) by 29 countries,
comprising 24 developing and 5 industrial
countries. Developing countries grew 56% of
the global biotech crop area compared to 44%
for industrial countries. The top five countries
with the largest areas of GM crops in 2019 were
the USA, Brazil, Argentina, Canada and India,
which collectively account for 91% of total area
sown to GM crops. Latin America (which saw an
increase of 2M ha, or 2.4%, in 2019) and Asia
Pacific (up 0.4M ha, or 2.1%) are showing
increasing trends in production, and three new
African countries (Malawi, Nigeria and Ethiopia)
grew GM crops for the first time in 2019, with
Kenya expected to join the list in 2020.

has been a total of 4,485 regulatory approvals
for over 400 GM events from 32 different GM
crops. New varieties to the market in 2019
included apples and potatoes with nonbrowning traits, BT eggplant, alfalfa, sugarcane
in Brazil and Indonesia, high oleic safflower in
Australia and several new “stacked” events
(conferring insect resistance and herbicide
tolerance) for cotton, maize, soybeans,
sugarcane, canola and cotton.

environment, health of humans and animals,
and contributions to the improvement of socioeconomic conditions of farmers and the general
public. They have a positive impact on crop
productivity, food security, biodiversity and the
environment, contributing to a reduction in
agriculture’s greenhouse gas emissions. ISAAA
argues these many benefits outweigh the risks
associated with adoption of these crops.
Further details on the 2019 report are available
on the ISAAA website: https://www.isaaa.org/

ISAAA stressed that GMO crops are being
adopted globally because of their benefits to the
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There were increases in global area of GM
maize and cotton in 2019, but a decline in GM
soybean area (see chart). Brazil’s area of GM
soybeans, at 35.1M ha, surpassed the USA’s area
(30.4M ha) for the first time. In addition to the
29 countries that have approved cultivation of
GM crops, a further 42 countries have issued
regulatory approvals for genetically modified or
biotech crops for consumption as human food,
animal feed and/or processing. In 2019 this
included 17 Asia Pacific countries, of which
eight are importing countries. Since 1992, there
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Growing Asia Pacific’s women agripreneurs
Female farmers comprise 35-50% of the Asian
agricultural workforce, with the number
increasing rapidly over the years, especially in
developing countries.

Gender-smart solutions can increase the
productivity and profitability of the industry,
leading to stronger, more inclusive value chains,
while also reducing the incidence of poverty.

Despite their commitment to feeding the Asian
population, the yield gap between women and
men averages between 20% and 30%, with
men producing more crops, earning more and
having more ownership of land.

This is how GrowHer.org aims to make a
difference.

This is often a result of women’s limited access
to financial credit; women have 5-10% less
access to financial credit compared to men1,
with 37% of women in low-income countries
having limited access to basic financial services2.
Lack of access to education also contributes to
the yield gap; women only receive 5% of all
agricultural extension services worldwide1, and
are often less informed of production methods
compared to their male counterparts.
Hunger and starvation across the globe could
be reduced by 100-150 million if women had
the same access to land, technology, financial
services, education and markets as men.1
1

“GrowHer.org is a digital platform designed to
inspire, inform and include women in
agriculture and enable her success. When
women succeed, we all win,” says Elizabeth
Hernandez, Head of External Affairs and
Sustainability at Corteva Agriscience.
“Women are the first to plan, the first to grow
and the first to harvest - but the last to eat. This
needs to change,” says Cherrie Atilano,
Founding Farmer and CEO of AGREA
International.
Home to a variety of resources including events,
free courses and stories, GrowHer.org provides
women agripreneurs the platform to upskill
themselves with useful tools and new skills,
read inspiring stories of other women in
agriculture making their mark, to collaborate

and attend events across the value chain,
creating sustainable food systems for
generations to come.
“Women entrepreneurs in our network have
noted that they can at times feel excluded from
accelerator programs, investor pitch
opportunities, and networking. They want a
space to discuss unique challenges linked to
gender, support each other to pitch to build
confidence and fine-tune investor pitches, find
new markets for their products, and gain
tangible hard and soft skills,” explains Erin
Sweeney, Manager of Sustainable Business and
Investment at Grow Asia.
“We hope that with the external support, we
can continue to grow the network and reach
more women, empowering them to access
practical resources and in turn applaud their
contribution to the sector,” shares Jade Dyson,
Director of Gafta Singapore and President of
WOMAG.
Visit www.GrowHer.org, or email the team at
info@growher.org for more information.
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WTO: Farmers highlight concerns on misalignment of global MRL policies
As we have mentioned in previous articles, the
issue of policies on maximum residue limits
(MRLs) is now a regular WTO discussion point,
particularly the negative impact on global trade,
and developing countries, of setting lower and
lower MRLs or introducing zero tolerance
policies. On 2 November, Gafta attended the
WTO seminar on Farmers perspectives on SPS
challenges for sustainable food production and
trade, with a focus on MRL policy. This event was
organised around the meetings of the World Trade
Organisation (WTO) Sanitary and Phytosanitary
(SPS) Committee by the governments of Canada,
Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, Guatemala,
Paraguay and the USA.

policy changes on active substances and MRLs,
the need to recognise the impact on exporting
countries trying to manage pressures such as
locust plagues and other pests, tropical weather
systems, Covid-19 and climate change for which
collectively all tools and technologies are
needed. They called on WTO governments to
improve the harmonisation of MRLs globally and
to abide by Codex MRLs, as there is an urgent
need for global alignment. It was argued that
many MRL decisions are not risk-based but are
hazard-based, and that policies should be based
on sound science and not on political ideology
which is having a huge impact on developing
countries’ exports.

Producers from Costa Rica, Italy, Kenya and
Vietnam made very powerful arguments on the
need for WTO member countries to respect the
WTO SPS Agreement, to increase transparency
through the notifications process informing on

Speakers underlined that communication had to
be improved; farmers do not have enough
information or timely advice on the withdrawal of
active substances which is having a detrimental
effect on compliance in export markets. Technical

EU associations
encourage legislative
processes to be based
on science in support
of innovation
The review of the EU comitology process has
been ongoing for many years. This reform,
initiated by the Commission, is aimed at
changing the ordinary legislative process
which approves regulated products, such as
GMOs and plant protection products (PPPs)
amongst others in the EU market. The core of
this legislation provides for a joint role of the
European Commission in drafting a proposal
and the EU member states in voting (approval
requires a qualified majority). The EU
comitology reform process was started as
member states have never delivered a majority
opinion to approve a GMO or, for example, a
PPP; this leaves the Commission no other legal
option than to approve products without
backing from EU member states.
The proposal to reform the comitology process
is now being debated in the European
Parliament, and the trade has raised concerns
about one key amendment which would
remove power from the Commission to
approve any regulations if there is not a
majority of member states in favour. Since we
have never seen member states approve, by a
majority, a GMO this would mean moving
away from “science” (i.e. approval based on
the scientific opinion of the European Food
Safety Authority (EFSA)), to a system based on
the popularised view, not that of safety. The
European associations are advocating to
support science and to avoid creating an even
more complex process than that which is
currently in place; the proposed new process
is likely to stop approvals of GMOs and PPPs
deemed safe by EFSA in the EU. A plenary
vote is expected on 14-17 December 2020.

16

support in developing countries is needed, as
well as education on availability of alternative
substances. Many of these issues will be further
discussed at the WTO as part of the Fifth Review
of the Operation and Implementation of the SPS
Agreement and the 2021 Ministerial Conference.
Gafta, as a member of IAFN and IGTC, continues
to raise awareness of these issues, and the impact
on trade, in advocacy with WTO delegations. The
link to the recording is available from Gafta.

GLI discusses how to minimise asynchronous
approvals and impact of LLP on trade
Gafta was represented at the Global Low-Level
Presence Initiative (GLI) meeting co-hosted by
Canada and Indonesia on 27 and 28 October,
with up to 140 participants on both days and 18
governments attending. It was a great
opportunity for industry to raise awareness on
the importance of finding solutions for low-level
presence (LLP) and encourage countries to
develop LLP policies to promote transparency
and predictability, enabling global trade without
compromising on safety. As a reminder, the GLI
is a group representing 15 importing and
exporting countries working collaboratively on
approaches to prevent and manage LLP and
minimise unnecessary trade disruption. GLI
countries are Australia, Argentina, Brazil,
Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Indonesia,
Mexico, Paraguay, Philippines, Russia, South
Africa, United States, Uruguay and Vietnam.
The sessions focused on synchronisation of
biotech approvals, those factors contributing to
asynchronous approvals and LLP and why they
remain a global issue. The Global Alliance for
Ag Biotech Trade (GAABT) coordinated the

industry delegation and gave a presentation
which gave an overview of biotech product
approvals and trends. Cargill, for the trade,
presented on the “implications of asynchronous
approvals and LLP on food security and trade”.
The sessions also explored the multiple facets of
regulatory collaboration and communication
tools and approaches. The industry whiteboard
videos on LLP and process controls were very
well received by governments. You can access
these videos on the Gafta website.
Industry’s request to the GLI governments is to
strengthen its joint statement endeavoring to
commit to avoiding default zero tolerance
policies, aspire to approving or reducing
asynchrony by approving GMOs within 18-24
months and to avoid separate safety assessments
for stacked events where there is no scientific
justification for this. The virtual meeting will
end with a closed-door session of governmentonly representation on 10 December and more
feedback will be shared after this session. All
presentations from the GLI event are available
from Gafta.

Codex to produce guidelines for harmonised
food laws in Africa
During the first virtual meeting of the Codex Alimentarius Commission (CAC), members agreed to
develop Guidelines for Supporting the Development of Harmonised Food Laws for Africa. Since
current rules across African countries are fragmented, sometimes conflicting and not scientifically
based, this initiative should help cross border trade within the region and improve the predictability
and transparency of countries’ policies. One delegation noted that the work would greatly assist the
region in: the harmonisation of standards; strengthening conformity assessment systems; mutual
recognition of food control systems; and defining capacity development needs aimed at
strengthening food control systems at national and regional level. Final adoption is planned for 2024.
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Operating out of London, Singapore, Hong
.RQJDQG'XEDLRXURQHƪUPLQWHUQDWLRQDO
WUDGHDQGFRPPRGLWLHVWHDPUHƫHFWVWKHQHHGV
of today’s global trading industry and includes
experts in all areas of international trade.

We provide real-time advice on all aspects
of shipping and trading issues, including
quality and quantity disputes, obtaining
security, sanctions advice, and insolvency
considerations.

Awarded tier 1 status by The Legal 500 UK
2021, we have extensive experience of the full
trading cycle from raw material to end use and
RƩHUDFRPSUHKHQVLYHUDQJHRIFRQWHQWLRXV
transactional and advisory services to clients
across the supply chain.

Contact us
Visit www.shlegal.com to learn more or send
your enquiries to info@shlegal.com

www.shlegal.com

Agricultural policy
reform on EU agenda
for early 2021
The EU’s six-month rotating presidency
moves to Portugal on 1 January; high on the
agenda is reform of the EU’s Common
Agricultural Policy, which is due to be
implemented from the beginning of 2023.
Discussions took place through November
between the Commission, European
Parliament and Council, and the Portuguese
presidency is hoping to have an interinstitutional agreement by June 2021. A
resolution to the current delay to the funding
framework will also be required; this is held
up due to objections from two member
states to certain rule of law conditions
attached to new funding programmes.
The EU Commission, in a recent paper, has
stressed that its aims are for sustainable
farming practices and key aims are the
mitigation of climate change, preserving
biodiversity and protecting wetlands and
peatlands, as well as animal welfare and
food safety. It aims for the CAP to contribute
at least 40% to climate expenditure.
Currently, at least 80% of CAP goes to less
than 20% of beneficiaries. A redistribution
of farm payments is expected, but there
remain some differences between the
institutions as to how this should be done.
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China’s import restrictions
on Australian goods
By Jade Dyson, Director, Gafta Singapore office
Diplomatic and trade tensions have been escalating between China
and Australia over the past few years. The disputes have increased
significantly during 2020 following Australia’s public support for an
independent review into the origin and spread of COVID-19 by the
World Health Organisation.
Subsequent to Australia’s public support, China has since imposed a
number of official and unofficial trade barriers which has impacted
the exports of Australian barley, beef, lobster, lumber/timber, wine,
sugar, coal and copper. Official trade barriers have come in the form of import and anti-dumping duties,
which make the Australian market uncompetitive against their global competitors, and unofficial barriers,
which have been in the form of “enhanced inspections” and failure to receive import permits.
Not only has the flow of commodities been affected but at least two Australian grain exporters have been
directly impacted after they were issued notices stating they are banned from exporting barley to China.
Furthermore, in early December, China announced it was suspending imports from another Australian
beef supplier, the sixth to face such a move this year; these six suppliers account for more than 20% of
Australian beef suppliers.
Australia has indicated it will be taking China to the World Trade Organisation over its 80.5% tariff on
barley, a decision backed by Australian grain growers.

EU and UK will recognise respective organic regimes to end-2021
As Gaftaworld goes to press, there is still no post-transition trade agreement between the EU27 and
UK, but agreement has been reached on both sides to recognise each other’s organic certification
schemes for a further 12 months after 31 December 2020. This has been warmly welcomed by
organic farmers and traders across the UK and EU. For full details on organics trade arrangements,
go to: https://www.gov.uk/guidance/trading-and-labelling-organic-food-from-1-january-2021
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NEW MEMBERS
Full contact details for all members are available on the Gafta website Members Directory

CATEGORY A – TRADERS
GLOBAL FOOD AND
INGREDIENTS, INC.
Canada
T: +1 416 840 8590
E: demian.gallego@gfiglobal
food.com
www.gfiglobalfood.com
Contact: Mr Demian Gallego

ZEBEC MARINE SERVICES
PVT. LTD
India
T: +91 22 22644528
E: rjm@zebecmarine.com
www.zebecmarine.com
Contact: Captain Ranjan
Mookherjee

CATEGORY E – INDIVIDUALS
GOODMILLS GROUP
GMBH
Austria
T: +43 66 488 986 924
E: s.wellcome@goodmills.com
www.goodmills.com
Contact: Mr Scott Wellcome
SEMENCES PROGRAIN
INC
Canada
T: +1 450 469 5744
E: alain.letourneau@
prograin.qc.ca
www.semences prograin.com
Contact: Mr Alain Letourneau

CATEGORY B – BROKERS
MCDONALD PELZ
GERMANY GMBH
Germany
T: +49 162 6956154
E: thomas@mcdonaldpelz.com
www.mcdonaldpelz.com
Contact: Mr Thomas Von Rymon

MR OWEN SHER
South Africa
T: +27 0836436772
E: o.sher@traderiskafrica.co.za

CATEGORY F – ANALYSTS
GRAND MILLS PJSC (AGTHIA
GROUP COMPANY)
United Arab Emirates
T: +971 506 626 480
E: abdalla.aldweik@agthia.com
www.agthia.com
Contact: Mr Abdalla Al Dweik

BLS-TRIÓ KFT
Hungary
T: +36 205 928 040
E: blskartevoirto@gmail.com
Contact: Mr Béla Béri
COLFUM INTERNATIONAL
PRIVATE LIMITED COMPANY
Ukraine
T: +380 512 58 87 97
E: international@colfum.com
Contact: Mrs Natalia Bohachenko
ECO WORLDWIDE
SOLUTIONS NV
Belgium
T: +32 496 780 365
E: info@ews-group.be
www.ews-group.com
Contact: Mr Michiel Verwerft
MANŐVER ROVAR ÉS
RÁGCSÁLÓIRTÓ KFT.
Hungary
T: +36 304 737 505
E: manover@manover.t-online.hu
www.manover.hu
Contact: Mr Gergely Molnar

PACIFIC CONTROL LTDAPC LIMITED
Peru
T: +51 99 750 6500
E: scerpella@pacificcontrol.us
www.pacificcontrol.us
Contact: Mr Eduardo Scerpella
Robinson

UNISZOLG 2002 BT.
Hungary
T: +36 30 348 0129
E: uniszolgbt@gmail.com
Contact: Mrs Tünde Horváth

CATEGORY L – STUDENTS
CATEGORY C –
SUPERINTENDENTS
BUREAU VERITAS
URUGUAY
Uruguay
T: +598 2914 7713
E: leticia.ferreira@bureau
veritas.com
Contact: Mrs Leticia Romanelli
INTER SEA INSPECTION
AFRICA (GABON)
Gabon
T: +241 6651 0815
E: gabon@intersea.com.tn
www.intersea.com.tn
Contact: Mr Jean Oscar

SGS (LIBAN) S.A.L
Lebanon
T: +961 148 5651
E: mireille.azar@sgs.com
www.sgs.com
Contact: Mrs Mireille Azar

CATEGORY G –
PROFESSIONAL FIRMS

ALMASTONE
United Kingdom
T: +44 20 3890 9578
E: hnapier@almastone.com
www.almastone.com
Contact: Mr Hugh Napier

CATEGORY J –
FUMIGATION OPERATORS

MR DOMINIK MEIER
Switzerland
E: dommeier85@gmail.com

CATEGORY M –
INDIVIDUAL MEMBERS NOT
ENGAGED IN THE TRADE

MR PABLO RIZZO
Ecuador
E: prizzo@muciert.com

BASTICO
INTERNATIONAL SRL
Moldova
T: +373 791 90 034
E: md.fumigation@bastico.com
www.bastico.com
Contact: Mrs Svetlana Stepanova

NEW MEMBERS

Africa begins
implementation
stage for pancontinental FTA
At the same time as the United
Kingdom leaves the European Union
on 1 January 2021, the implementation
period of the African Continental Free
Trade Area (AfCFTA) will begin. With
34 out of the 55 African nations having
deposited their instruments of
ratification by 5 December, this
ambitious agreement aims to create a
single market for goods and services
on the continent of Africa, contributing
to the movement of capital and people
and facilitating investment. The
development of a customs union is
aiming for increased intra-African trade
(currently only about 18%) and
consolidating the various regional
economic groupings, as well as
promoting sustainable and inclusive
economic development and enhancing
competitiveness.
In a report issued in July, the World
Bank identifies an increase to regional
trade in Africa as key to lifting nearly
100 million people from poverty. In its
analysis of AfCFTA, it states that this
continent-wide agreement should
boost productivity, create jobs and thus
reduce poverty significantly. It
estimates that by 2035,
implementation of the agreement
(which was delayed from 1 July 2020
due to the coronavirus pandemic)
would contribute to lifting an
additional 30 million people from
extreme poverty and 68 million people
from moderate poverty. While the
reduction of tariffs and non-tariff
barriers will be vital, the greatest gains
will come from implementation of the
trade facilitation measures, which will
reduce red tape, lower compliance
costs for traders and ultimately make it
easier for African businesses to
integrate into global supply chains. The
World Bank report can be seen here:
https://www.worldbank.org/en/topic/
trade/publication/the-africancontinental-free-trade-area
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2021 CALENDAR
Trade Foundation Course
27-30

April

Social Events

London

29

April

Networking Reception
London

13

May

Networking Reception
Athens

18

May

Networking Reception
Bordeaux

9

June

Gafta Annual Dinner
London

Commodity Shipping
29-30

April

London

Commodity Contracts
13-14

May

Gafta Annual General Meeting

Athens

21 January 2021
The Association's Annual General Meeting will be held on Thursday 21
January 2021 at 12:30pm at Gafta, 9 Lincoln's Inn Fields, London,
WC2A 3BP. It will be broadcast via Zoom; please see Gafta Notice
GN/2020/364 for details on registering for the meeting.

Commodity Dispute Resolution
18-19

May

Bordeaux

Please note: All dates are subject to change, depending on the COVID-19 situation in each location

Obituaries
Étienne Caen, 1926-2020,
Auschwitz registration
number 184123
Étienne Caen, who passed away on 19 November,
is remembered fondly for his quiet modesty and
sense of humour by many Gafta members and
staff. He was President of Gafta in 1995-96, and
was also a former President of Synacomex and
President of Chamber at the Paris Commercial
Court. He was the recipient of two important
French national awards of merit, Knight of the
National Order of Merit and Knight of Agricultural Merit, and held a Deportation
Medal in recognition of the tragic events that occurred during his youth.
Aged 17, in 1944, Étienne was arrested in his home town of Montmorency and
deported, along with his mother, father and five sisters to Auschwitz-Birkenau by
convoy 71. There, his whole family perished; Étienne survived due to being picked
to work in a labour camp in Gleiwitz, after being tattooed as number 184123. His
two uncles were also killed by the Nazi regime. Having survived brutal treatment
for over a year, including a two-day walk through the snow to Blechhammer camp
when the Russian troops were advancing, Étienne returned to France on 9 May
1945, where fortunately some uncles and aunts had managed to avoid
deportation. Following some further education in Paris, he joined Louis Dreyfus
Group in 1948, where he rose to become “fondé de pouvoir” (procurator) in
charge of research, market data and strategy. He spent his whole career with Louis
Dreyfus, retiring in 1992.
Étienne requested that his parents and sisters, all murdered at Auschwitz in 1944,
are remembered. They were: Laure and Maurice Caen (1914-18 Croix de guerre),
Marianne (19 years old), Francine (16 years old), Gisèle (14 years old), Micheline
(12 years old) and Catherine (6 years old). Our deepest sympathy goes to his wife
Colette, his children Jean-Bernard and Leontine, Beatrice, Véronique and Alain, and
Caroline and his 9 grandchildren and great grandchildren.

Desmond Adrian
Gilbert, 1958-2020
It was with the greatest of
sadness that we heard of the
passing of Gafta UK Trade
Committee member Desmond
Gilbert. Our thoughts are with
his wife Debbie, sons Adam and
James, daughter-in-law Sherlyn,
his family and many friends.
Having joined Willett & Son from school in September
1975, Des worked in all aspects of the company, from
forwarding to CIF work. He became a trader in the mid1980s and director in 1999, and often remarked on looking
forward to reaching fifty years at Willetts, where they are
mourning a “close colleague, mentor and dear friend.”
Long-standing, and active, committee member of both
Gafta and the Bristol Corn and Feed Trade Association
(BCTFA), Des’s commitment to the industry was second to
none, demonstrated through his regular attendance at Gafta
Committee meetings and his support of the BCFTA as
immediate Past President and Current Guild President.
Des helped many people across the industry, from those
starting their career in need of friendly advice and
guidance, to those longer in the tooth just needing to tap
into his expertise. “Whichever it was, Des was always there
to help, support and guide, which made him the true
professional representative of Willett & Son and a credit to
our industry. We miss him greatly,” Jonathan Wright of
Willetts told Gaftaworld.
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